ESSAY/Assignment Rubric

	CRITERIA


	The 4.0 Response
	The 3.0 Response
	The 2.0 Response
	The 1.0 Response

	CONTENT


	A strong central idea--clearly stated early in the response--stimulates the reader, controls the development of the response, and ensures unity

Title informs and sets the tone of the response.  

A provocative opening establishes intellectual tension and engages the reader's interest.  

Content reveals a continuous awareness of audience and the audience's expectations. 

Evidence well develops the writer's argument and is well explained. The treatment of content reflects originality,  Sound logic and ample supporting detail make for a strong, convincing response.

The writer projects a consistent and mature voice throughout the response.  


	A clearly stated central idea controls the organization or development of thought. 

The title of the response is indicative of the subject matter.  

The response reflects the principles of sound logic.  However, the ideas are not always provocative. More often than not, the writer's diction is fresh, but the writer fails to use it in the original way of the "4.0" response. 

The writer demonstrates an awareness of audience by using precise and appropriate diction, which, however, may occasionally be weakened by mixed levels of usage.  

The honesty and freshness of thought characteristic of the "4.0" response are less obvious in the "3.0" response.  In short, the "3.0" response is more predictable than the "4.0" response.
	Contains a strongly implied, rather than a clearly stated central idea that controls the development of the writer's subject matter.  

Although its logic  may be  sound, the "2.0" response exhibits only conventional or stereotypic thinking, often expressed in clichés. 

Ideas are accurate, but unoriginal or derivative

 The writer frequently fails to satisfy the reader's desire for proof or illustration.

Overall, the response seems mechanical, reflecting little awareness of audience.  


	Although the "1.0" response may possess a central idea that controls the response, it is not clearly stated.  In short, the response lacks focus.  

Ideas may be vague, evidence may be irrelevant, or the thinking may be illogical.  

The writer seldom develops enough points using sufficient concrete detail.  

The proportion of generalities to specific support or illustration is inappropriately high



	ORGANIZATION


	The writer achieves unity and coherence throughout the entire response as well as in well-organized paragraphs.  

Smooth transitions contribute to logical development.  

Conclusions indicate the significance of the response rather than merely summarize it. 


	The author arranges his/her ideas in a clear and logical pattern; although sometimes a paragraph may be inadequately developed, most paragraphs are unified, coherent, and developed with sufficient concrete detail

Nearly all the sentences of the middle paragraphs are directly focused upon the thesis and are appropriately specific for the subject.  

Transitions, though usually apt, are sometimes absent or mechanical

The conclusion does not quite strengthen the major ideas of the response, but it is not merely summary.
	The introduction and conclusion are proportionate to the length of the response, but the conclusion may simply repeat ideas from the introduction almost verbatim.  
For the most part, paragraphs are well-organized, with adequate though not subtle transitions.

The major points of development are clear, perhaps in formal topic sentences, but the response may need more concrete details/evidence to support the general ideas.  
	Overall organization may be weak, and the introduction or conclusion may be ineffective. 

Sentence structure may be awkward, garbled, repetitive, incomplete, or simplistic.  Diction is often dull, ineffective, and unoriginal.  

Inadequate transitions between sentences and paragraphs reveal the writer's failure to imagine a reader for the response.  

	MECHANICS


	Sentences vary in length and structure: they are rhythmic, not labored or mechanical.  

The author combines a variety of sentence patterns for economy, continuity, and emphatic order; he/she is capable of altering the cadence of the paragraph to suit rhetorical needs.  

The writer's diction is fresh, lively, and precise. The writer avoids jargon and padding.  


	Although the writer normally uses diction to aid understanding, he/she sometimes inappropriately sacrifices immediate clarity to gain emotional or aesthetic effect 
Sentences vary in pattern or structure, with almost no inappropriate shifts in tense, voice, or person.  


	Diction is fairly appropriate but may be hackneyed, and the writer may mix levels of usage.  
Sentence structure often lacks variety and may contain shifts in tense, voice, or person. 
 Grammar, spelling, and punctuation errors are not distracting (but they are evident).  
	The response is laced with errors in grammar, punctuation, and spelling.  


Grading Scale



COMMENTS
Scoring:

Content:   
___

Organization:
___

Mechanics:
___

TOTAL:
___

